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from any sense of self-sacrifice, but be¬ 
cause r endorse, if not the specific 
grounds, the action, and am prepared 
to answer for rtiy share of it. 

The purport of the report had gone 


I propose to stand by the Social Demo¬ 
cratic party until conditions favor a 
united party; and my judgment is that 
this consummation will not be deferred 
long after the national election. In the 
meantime I stand readv to work in 
harmony with the S. L. P., and so far 
as I am concerned, we shall go into the 
national campaign with a united front. 

I shall hot resign the nomination at 
this time unless the party de.sires it. I 
did not want the nomination at the cmi- 
vention, but I shall not desert when tno 
party needs me. Nor can I be neutral, 
as some of my best loved comrades in¬ 
sist. without feeling myself guilty of 
cowaulice. The effect upon myself per¬ 
sonally is of no consequence, and I am 
not concerned upon that point. It ha.« 
been intimated that the reason I did 
not want the nomination this year was 
because I wished to nurse my chances 
till the party became strong enough f-j 
elect. .Ml I have to say is that the 
I'residency and all other offices are alike 
to me and I do not think there is a man 
living who has a stronger aversion than 
1 to public office: and that I m a can¬ 
didate at all is simply because of an 
overwhelming sense of party duty. 

.■\nd now I respectfully propose the 
following line of action:’ First, let us 
decide against union at this time and 
reject the majority report. 

Second, elect a national ex«;putive 
board of nine members by referendum 
vote. Upon this board women should 
be_ represented by their own sex. 

Third, elect a national secretary and 
treasurer and editor of the official or 
Ipin. 

Fourth, elect a national campaign 
committee. 

This program can be carried out in 
short order and then we will be readv 
to co-operate with the S. L. P. in mov¬ 
ing on the enemy with a united front. 
If they are willing to unite on candi¬ 
dates, that can be readily arranged, and 
if not we will go into the campaigjn with' 
our own. We will lose no time in at¬ 
tacking the common enemy. Wherever 
it is possible let the two parties unite 
on candidates and otherwise co-operate, 
and where this cannot be done there 
need at least be no friction. Separate¬ 
ly organized, the parties can move, for¬ 
ward on parallel lines 'and accomplish 
the .substantial objects of unity; while 
these must certainly be defeat^ by an 

fundamentally dissimilar and inhar¬ 
monious. 

Such co-operation as is herein indi¬ 
cated would be in the nature of a pre¬ 
paratory stage for final union and 
would inevitably lead to such a result. 

And now a closing word to our corn 
rades. How far you may agree or dis¬ 
agree with me I do not know. 1 have 
given you as accurately as I could a 
transcript of my head and heart. I have 
written without malice toward any one 
and with the cause of socialism the 
guiding influence in reaching my de¬ 
cisions. You are to decide this im¬ 
portant question and I have no wish to 
control your action. Having faith in 
your jud^ent and your loyalty I have 
no fear of the verdict you will render. 

I hope that each of you will carefully 
read all the testimony presented l.-y 
both sides before you cast your vote. 
Read the N. Y. People, the Cleveland 
Citizen, ^d other S. L. P. papers -as 
well as me Social Democratic Herald, 
and then vote as your conscience may 
dictate, and the party we love and 
which has been such a shining success 
will emerge from the fire unscathed, 
and tempered by the heat and passion 
of conflict will be better than ever fitted 
to enter upon the glorious future tliat 
awaits it. 

Yours fraternally, 

* Eugene V. Debs. 

Terre Haute, Ind., April i6, 1900. 


out. It had struck the party with the 
effect of a lightning stroke and revolt 
threatened instantaneously. Prompt ac¬ 
tion was required in the emergency and 
the board took it and will stand by it 
until time vindicates their fealty and 
turns denunciation into praise. ’ Had 
they not acted as they did the party 
would ere this be deserted of hundreds 
of loyal comrades, the very ones who 
worked and sacrificed, and put up the 
money, too, to make the national party 
what it is to-day. I am not now dis¬ 
cussing the justice of revolt. They do 
occur and unlcs.s the executive board 
had taken prompt action the S. D. P. 
would have been disrupted, anti even 
though part of it had united with the 
S. L. P. we would no more have a unit- 
etl Socialist party than we had before.. 

I have said that the spirit of the two 
parties, as a whole, is totally dissimilar 
and it is this fact rather than the in¬ 
cidents to it, that is responsible for the 
failure of the union. The S. L. P. was 
trained in the bitter school of bigotry 
and intolerance; It must preserve an 
air frigidly scientific. Emotion and 
sentiment must be banished. Hard and 
stern are the party methods and it must 
be confined strictly to the working class. 
Tolerance is a crime. Members must 
suspicion each other and rows must oc¬ 
cur at such intervals as to prevent the 
party from getiing beyond the bounds 
of a mere faction. It has taken years 
to cultivate and intensify this spirit that 
has dviarfed socialism in .America, and 
it cannot be overcome in a day nor bv 
resolutions passed in a conference. 

Diametrically opposite to this is the 
spirit of the S. D. P. It has from the 
beginning been tolerant and hospitable. 

It pursued the even tenor of its way 
through showers of abuse. Its dignified 
policy, its spirit of toleration appealed 
to the people, while its comrades loved 
and trusted each other and worked with 
inexpressible zeal for its success. 

I cheerfully admit that in some places 
the spirit of the parties has so modified 
as to make union'entirely feasible. But 
this is not triio of the parties at large 
Take Chicago,, for example. We are 
told the S. L<» P. have 600 comrades 
there. Not of them-all .told 
ever been' at "our headquarters, even 
since the unity negotiations have been 
in progress. At heart they have no use 
for our comrades and hold them in con¬ 
tempt, and it should also be said that 
our comrades have no use for them. 
This is the fact, and. there is no use 
trying to conceal it. Taken as a whole, 
they will not work together, and all 
the resolutions that can be passed will 
not unite their in their present spirit 
toward each other. To put them into 
one party at this time means simply dis¬ 
ruption and disaster. Better far to 
keep them in separate parties until the 
logic of events has ripened them for 
union. 

In discussing the spirit of the S. L.'P. 
I am struck by the exhibition of it which 
apfiears in Comrade Benham’s letter, 
which I wish every one of our comrades 
to read with care, especially the para¬ 
graphs in which he charges our execu¬ 
tive board, in innuendo |o direct that 
specific averment could add nothing to 
its force, with being in the pay of cap¬ 
italism. I confess to bein^ greatly surr 
jirised in the source in which that spirit 
had found expression. Comrade Ben¬ 
ham’s letter must furnish its own com¬ 
ment so far as I am concerned. After 
reading what he has to say, and the 
manner in which he says it, I am satis¬ 
fied that he and I are not ready to be¬ 
long to the same socialist party. 

It seems hardly possible that this is 
the same comrade who in the conven¬ 
tion made the touching plea to me to 
accept the nomination for president, in¬ 
viting me to his California home to have 
my health and vigor restored by the 
balmy breezes of the tropics; and yet. 
was It not that same evening at the 
“peace conference” that he took the 
pyound that if I were given the nom¬ 
ination he would insist upon our party 
piving up its name? Just why my nom¬ 
ination should be at the expense of my 
party’s name I will leave others to ex¬ 
plain. 

It has been charged that Victor Ber¬ 
ger knew that I would acc^t the nom¬ 
ination before he went into the “peace 
conference.” This is not true. Up to 
the time the convention adjourned I had 
steadfastly refused the nomination. I 
left the hall with my brother alone, and 
after a long struggle wnth myself con¬ 
cluded to accept the nomination. I did 
not know a coaferenee was held and 
did not see Berger until after it ad- 
jonmed. He could not have knowm 
that I would accept the nomination for 
I had not at that time communicated 
the fact to any onu. 

For the reasons herein imperfectly 
stated 1 am opposed to union at tl>ts 
time, and I shw vote against it and al- 


f Comrades :—A cri.sis is upon us. The 

very life of our party is threatened. 
'y- Shall it emerge from the ordeal in glory 
or perish in ignominy ? If we be men. 
fit and worthy to have custody of a 
. party to which the working class are 
turning with a last hope, the issue is not 
in doubt for a single instant. 

Shall the S. D. P. and the S. L. P. 
nirite upon the basis agreed to and rec- 
mnmended by the majority of the New 

■ ' York conference? 

I have read the report of the confer¬ 
ence, the manifesto of the executive 
board of the S. D. P., the replies thereto 
bv Comrades Harriman, Hillquit, 
Hayes and Benham, the current issues 
of the press of both parties, as also a. 
vast number of personal communica¬ 
tions relative to the unity proceedings, 
and after a careful survey of the entire 
situation and the maturest deliberation 
of which I am capable, I have arrived 
at a conclusion, and 1 now-propose to' 
meet the responsibilities that rest, upon 
me in my triple capacity as member, of¬ 
ficial and candidate, by declaring my 
position' in clear and unequivocal term's 
and facing without fear all its conse¬ 
quences, be they what they may. 

As I write I see the blanched faces, 
the appealing eyes of the working class, 
to whom alone, and my own conscience, 
I am finally accountable for my acts. 
Rather than betray them and turn their 
hope into despair, I would destroy my¬ 
self, and if in what I now have to say I 
write a word not dictated by my con¬ 
science and approved by my best judg¬ 
ment, I hope the hand that pens it may 
be palsied at its task. 

Dismissing all personal prejudice amd 
an partisan predilection and viewing 
the matter solely from the standpoint 
of a socialist to whom the cause is dear¬ 
er far than his own life, I take my stand 
against union of the parties on the basis 
proposed by the New York conference, 
and until our party has been rescued 
from the maelstrom which threatens to 
engulf it, against union on any terms. 

I say this with the fullest realization of 
what it means to break with comrades 
loved and true, yet sustained by the 
conviction that duty demands it, that 
time ■will triumphantly vindicate the ac¬ 
tion and that the odium of to-day will 
be the honor of the future. 

. _ Lest I be misunderstood let me write 
^it in plain words. I am opposed to 
y union because I favor unityIn the 
j present strained situation there can be 
unity without union, but there can be 
none with it; and as certain as it is ef¬ 
fected, if such should be the verdict of 
the ballot, the Social Democratic party 
will be disrupted and there will be no 
unity in the united party. 

In arriving at my conclusions I have 
been guided largely by my intuitions, 
but I shall try to make the reasons 
which actuatM me as clear as I can 
to my comrades of both parties. 

It .will be remembered that a short 

■ time previous to the convention I wrote 
an article for the Herald saying that in 
my opinion the time for union had not 
yet arrived, which article provoked con¬ 
siderable criticism. For months I had 
been doing all I consistently could to 
harmonize the two parties and to pave 


It is this spirit with which I have to 
deal and it is this that largely forms the 
basis of my opposition to union. 

I shall not attempt to follow the 
unity proceedings through their tortu¬ 
ous windings. I care nothing about 
quibbles and hjiir-splitting technicalities. 
There are those who are schooled • in 
artifice, in word jugglery, in the leger¬ 
demain of smooth and cunning phrase 
which can be' made to mean anything or 
nothing, and they are proud of it. I am 
not an adept in such practice and have 
ho desire to be. ’ 

When the representatives of the S. 
L. P. appeared at our convention and 
assured us that-they warned unity I un¬ 
qualifiedly accepted their word and per¬ 
suaded myself that my misgiirings had 
been exaggerate i, nor- shall I now 
charge them with violating their 
pledges, although it seems clear to me 
in the light of subsequent proceedings 
that in their zeal to effect union they 
exceeded the scope of their authority 
and went counter to the wishes of their 
party. 

Comrade Harriman will doubtless re¬ 
call the conversation he and I had as 
we together walked to the convention 
hall to attend the closing session at 
which I accepted the nomination. With¬ 
out any reservation whatever he assured 
me that the name Social Democratic 
party was entirely acceptable to. him 
and that he was confident that his party 
felt as he did, and that there would be 
no opposition upon that point. He al¬ 
so added that on the eve of a campaign 
was no time to make a change, and that 
whatever change might seem desirable 
could be made after the national elec¬ 
tion by the united party. 

Now I admit that the name in itself 
amounts to little and should not stand 
in the way of union one instant, but it is 
what the name stands for, the spirit, the, 
morale, the party identity, that amounts' 
to everything and (let us. not be de¬ 
ceived) it is this that inspired the la¬ 
bored arguments in opposition to the 
name, so that while the name itself is 
of no consequence it covers the cen¬ 
tral, controlling issue between the two 
parties and in rejecting it, the S. L. P. 
representatives, inadvertently perhaps, 
struck the proposed union a fatal blow, 
and as I now view it, fortunately so for 
the cause of socialism. 

To what extent did this conflict of 
party spirit actually dominate the con¬ 
ference ? 

Referring- to the name, the attitude 
of the S. L. P. amounted to this : “VVe 
are going to change our name, but will 
'■ In the matter of 


twice the space occupied by the mani¬ 
festo) to call attention to all tlie errors 
and untruths in the manifesto. It is one 
huge, black daub, hurled with but one 
intent, to besmirch the reputation of 
those who have served the Socialist 
cause honorably, faithfully and to the 
best of their ability. A great majority 
of the conference committee were for 
many years working and struggling to 
advance the Socialist movement when 
the signers of your manifesto were ad¬ 
vertising the reactionary doctrines of 
the middle class reformers. 

I shall here only partially refer to the 
absolute falsehoods of the manifesto. 
The accusation by intimation and at¬ 
tacks by innuendo; the blunders and 
contradictions cannot at all be attended 
to here. 

The falsehoods in part are: 

No. I. That The Herald was open 
to discussion regarding unity. It was 
not "oj)cn.” It was closed to many that 
I know of. 

No. 2. That Benham broke any 
pledge. 

No. 3. That Benham ever agreed to 
"aggn'essively” support the name S. D. 
P. 1 was known to be opposed to the 
name S. D. P,, but said 1 would with¬ 
draw opposition if Harriman and Hayes 
were nominated., They were not nomi¬ 
nated. I opposed the name in thp con¬ 
ference but broke no pledge in so doing. 

No. 4. That the Indianapolis con¬ 
vention was essentially a mass conven¬ 
tion. It was nothing of the kind. It 
was a convention in which one-fourth of 
me nengares naa'a'majonty 01 the vot¬ 
ing power in their pockets. Though 
dozens of questions were decided, the 
delegates voted but tVice by recording 
the votes of the signers of their creden¬ 
tials. ■ ' 

No. 5. That Harriman has ever 
agreed to support the name S. D. P. 
without reservation, is untrue. 'When 
Harriman and Hillquit (with so much 
mystery) were charged by Heath in the 
conference committee, the matter was 
shown to be so absurd that no one ex¬ 
cept Heath showed any signs of believ¬ 
ing a word of it, and Heath put in his 
time explaining how he had been mis¬ 
led into the belief, etc. Stedman and 
Margjaret Haile afterwards insisted on 
Hillquit being a candidate for provision¬ 
al committee, and both said he was the 
best man New York could furnish, all 
S. D. P. delegates concurring, except 
Heath, who sulked. 

No. 6. That Benham ever used the 
word "acceptable” in connection with 
the words Social Democratic. No such 
word as acceptable was ever used, inti¬ 
mated or implied. I only bore with the 
name on the ground that the nomination 
of Harriman and Hayes would make its 
application to the united party possible. 

No. 7. That Harriman and Hillquit 
ever obligated themsel'ies in any man¬ 
ner to support the name S. D. P. in the 
conference, except with the proviso that 
such course was necessary to enable 
Berger to "use his influence for two 
hours.” Berger did not even see Debs 
before the latterls acceptance was made 
public; therefore, thwe could not pos¬ 
sibly be any continuance of a contingent 
pledge, as the contingency was absent. 

No. 8. That Max Hayes ever by 
word or act in New York or elsewhere, 
either attacked or declined to support 
the name S. D. P. 

No. 9. That the name was discussed 
for one whole day. It was discussed 
exactly four hours—from 2 to 6 p. m., 
bunday, March 25. 

No. 10. That the committee on con¬ 
ference voted for or proposed to sub¬ 
mit two names until the S. D. P. dele¬ 
gation, through Chase, made the propo¬ 
sition on Monday morning. 

No. II. Stedman did not state at the 
conference that Harriman had no con¬ 
ditions upon his statement regarding 
name. Stedman said “he did not re¬ 
member anything of.that kind in that 
conversation on the street.” 

No. 12. It is Use that the Indiu- 
apolis convention did (or could) “in¬ 
struct” the joint committee. It might 
instruct the S. D. P. delegates; but not 
the Joint coaunittee. 

No. 13. That the S. L. P. hu stu¬ 
diously avxHded givii^ infonnation re- 


not have yours, 
headquarters each party said in effect: 
“I can’t have it and therefore you 
shan’t,” and made a selection"^ ridicu¬ 
lously unsuitable for a national party. 

without going further it is perfectly 
■obvious that in all of this the S. L. P. 
shrewdly yielded little or nothing, while 
our party surrendered practically evepf- 
thing, and the adoption of the majority 
report would simply mean the swallow¬ 
ing up of the Social Democratic party 
and its domination by an element com¬ 
posed largely of men who had despised 
and ridiculed it and who would to-day 
scorn the suggestion of union did they 
not see the handwriting on the wall; 
and this perfectly plain and evident fact 
many of our own comrades who are 
clamoring for unconditional union seem 
utterly unable to see. 

If unify was possible when the con¬ 
ference met, it was no longer possible 
when it closed. It is admitted that they 
had a complicated situation to deal with 
and if they did the best they could they 
were simply unequal to the task, and 
so far as failure is chargeable to the 
conference I have no more fault to find 
with the S. L. P. representatives than 
with our own. From first to last there 
was sparring for party advantage in¬ 
stead of an honest, controlling desire 
for unification, and this in itself, con¬ 
spicuous in every important feature of 
the negotiations, proves beyond cavil 
the conflict of party spirit. 

Some of our own comrades will deny 
this, for while they are members of the 
S. D. P. they -have the spirit of the S. L. 
P., just as there are members of the_ lat¬ 
ter who are in accord with the spirit of 
our party. 

The National Executive Board 
has been severely censured for 
issuing its manifesto in advance 
■of the • majority report. My name 
is not attadied to it, but I am 
eqnalfy responsible with my four asso- 
dates for what'H cont a in s. If it is 
“diminal” and “malicious,” as charged, 
1 my fon share of the odium, not 


the way to unification. There were 
many obstacles in the way. For years 
the official organ of the S. L. P. had 
drilled it into their members that the 
S. D. P. consisted of a lot of freaks, 
frauds and fakirs without a redeeming 
feature. They were fairly saturated 
with the virus of hate and contempt. 
Hundreds of them, members of the 
anti-De Leon party, and I speak ad¬ 
visedly, still rankle 'with that feeling 
which, to even the superficial observer, 
is but illy concealed. It is this sort of 
training in the school of intolerance, 
fanatiasm.and hate which have given 
the party a sjpirit irreconcilably in con¬ 
flict with that of the Social Democratic 
l*rty which by its high-minded tolera¬ 
tion has appealed so successfully to the 
American people in behalf of socialism 
t^t its complete supremacy as ^e so¬ 
cialist party was only a question of 
months, while at every itep of its 
progress its members were derided as 


Beniuun’s Venom 

Editor The Herald: Your paper 
of April 7 contains a “manifesto” in 
which four of the S. D. P. national ex¬ 
ecutive committee arraign all the S. L. 
P. delegates (from the Rochester con¬ 
vention to the Indianapolis convention) 
as men who in the conference commit¬ 
tee broke pledges made in Indianapolis. 
The manifesto also distinctly avows that 
the S. D. P. delegates to the conference 
were false to the interests of the S. D. P. 

The manifesto is biased, illogical and 
untrue; it bears evidence in almost 
every line that all information that was 
furnished as its base came not from the 
majority of the S. Di P. committee, or 
from any one who wished to make 
known focts, but from a minority, who 
went to the conference with cut-and- 
dried plans (perhaps instructions) to 
practically absorb the S. L. P. or to do 
what has been attempted by this mani¬ 
festo—to tear down the reputation of all 
who were foremost or active in the 
movement for unity. . As I have been 
>h 4) in the list of 


included 

those who brolce 'their pledges I send 
thk to you for pubbeatioo. It will 
probably published in an obscure part 
of tile ,p»per. Afanost the entire front 
page was used by your co mmi t t ee in an 


their O'wn, even tbougn some of them 
as^nred us it would be done and even 
Slough oof identity be totally edditer- 
,Med on ^ ene of a national canqiaign. 
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to stand on the slipper}- ground of “for¬ 
mal truth,'’ "formal promises,”'“formal 
nonsense,'' you will see what happened! 
when you pitted nine honest-minded, 
men, desirous of a union of forces with¬ 
out any back-timught, against nine men 
who were determined, reason or no rea¬ 
son, not to accept the name S. D. p. 
Remember that the official orrans of the 
"other nine” are ALL THE TIME 
AGAINST OUR NAME, although af¬ 
fecting “I-don’t-care”. airs. Are they 
ashamed of our name, may I ask in plain 
language? If yes. they are surely 
a.<iliamed of it not for its sound, but for 
the ideas, tactics and men who are asso¬ 
ciated with it. If they are not, why all 
this nonsense? Comrades! Think 
twice before you condemn anybody, but 
think seven times before you change 
your fair name for another one. ridicu¬ 
lous in addition to its absurdity, .^bove 
all look out for the tactics of the old S. 
L. P.. look out for De-Lconism. Long 
live'the S. D. P.i 

Paul J. Dauerberg. 


The trades unions had been antagon¬ 
ized by the S. L. P., and were, there¬ 
fore, bitterly hostile to that party.. The 
policy of the S. L. P. was narrow and 
intolerant. Men who for many years 
had been in the Socialist movement, and 
whose character and conduct should 
have entitled them to the highest re¬ 
spect from the party, were without 
cause charged with crimes against the 
party, put on trial, and expelled from the 
party often for the merest and most in¬ 
nocent trifles. Indeed, the men who 
had the management of the party, hav¬ 
ing little knowledge of men. and no ex¬ 
perience in the affairs of life, seemed to 
think that they could treat men as chil¬ 
dren, and punish them as such. To 
criticise the management of the party 
was treason, to be punished by imme¬ 
diate expulsion. The employer of labor, 
though poorer' than the men he em¬ 
ployed; the professional man, though 
perhaps living merely from hand to 
mouth; every one indeed, but the man¬ 
ual laborer, was looked upon with sus¬ 
picion when attempting to join the 
party. To attach oneself to the party, 
was to submit one’s person ind reputa¬ 
tion to the jurisdiction of men, who had 
got possession of a few catch words, 
whxh they called scientific Socialism, 
but who were, in fact, persons of the 
most contracted views, and particularly 
ignorant of almost everything pertain¬ 
ing to the successful management of a 
great organization. There were excep¬ 
tions, of course; but these were few, and 
scarcely to be found among the man¬ 
agers of the party. 

The propaganda of the S. L. P. was 
largely a matter of vituperation, misrep¬ 
resentation, and scurrilous abuse of all 
.who dared to exercise the slightest in¬ 
dependence of thought or action. It 
was the endeavor of .the party to rouse 
the hatred of the working class against 
the individuals of the possessing class, 
rather than against the physical condi¬ 
tions that produced class distinctions. 

.•\ movement like this was necessarily 
confined to narrow limits, and could 
never reach the proportions of a tri¬ 
umphant political party. 

In saying this, I do not wish to be 
understood as attacking the sincerity of 
the motives even of the managers of the 
partv. I speak in all kindness. It is 
by their acts alone that they must be 
judged. 

In the organization of the Social 
Democratic party, it was endeavored to 


contention is uncliallenged. Nobody 
argues that they could. But any ten 
men had the moral right in behalf of 
unity to consult -together. This was 
done in other matters and the motives 
or character of the comrades who took 
part have not been assailed. If is not 
doubted that they were actuated purely 
by a desire to serve the cause. But as 
to those of the seven who have told the 
truth about the "peace conference" 
(while others who were present and 
know the truth has been told, either re¬ 
main silent or put a false construction 
upon it), they are actuated solely by a 
desire to "rule or ruin.” 

Now, comrades, take another view of 
the affair. When Comrade Debs had 
declined the nomination and delegates 
left the hall, most of them did so think¬ 
ing that Harriman and Hayes would be 
nominated next day. Of that there is 
no doubt. Suppose the "peace confer¬ 
ence” had met. talked over the situation, 
agreed among themselves that the best 
thing to do for union would be to nomi¬ 
nate Harriman and Hayes, and pledged 
themselves to that. Suppose |hen that 
some of their number had gone to the 
convention next day and opposed the 
nominations. Who would have ques- 
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too confiding delegates in the conven¬ 
tion. to submit not only the name, but 
the organization, national organ, and 
very existence of the party to the ten¬ 
der mercies of the joint committee of 
eighteen. 

The result is, that if the report of this 
committee be adopted, the name, policy, 
organization and national organ of the 
S. D. P. will be extinguished; the So¬ 
cialist Labor party will survive alone, 
and the same old policy and tactics, 
which for so many years dwarfed the 
Socialist movement, will again have 
sway, making it impossible for self-re¬ 
specting people to remain affiliated with 
the organization, and confining the 
movement to a little sect, whose influ¬ 
ence must always be insignificant. 

If any one has any doubt about the 
statement that the men of the faction of 
the S. L. P. which met at Rochester 
■have not changed their character. let 
him read the letters now pouring into 
headquarters from these very men. 
These letters are filled with malicious 
abuse and misrepresentation, and indi¬ 
cate that the same vicious spirit that so 
many years characterized the S, L. P. 
is still existent in them. Association 
with such men as these would be intol¬ 
erable. 

Many of the members of the S. U. P. 
are inexperienced in the movement, and 
do not know or appreciate the nature 
and consequences of such a step as the 
adoption of the report of the committee 
of eighteen. Let us hope, however, 
that our members will reject that re¬ 
port, and every part of it. , 

I have been for a long time anxious 
to be relieved of my duties and respon¬ 
sibilities as a member of the national 
executive board. My private business 
presses me. and I have reached 'an age 
when I can no longer stand the addi¬ 
tional work, care and anxiety which are 
necessarily imposed upon a member of 
the board. Had I been present at the 
convention when I was re-elected 1 
should have declined re-election. While 
I am ready to aid the Socialist move 
ment by every means in my power, i 
think younger men than I should be 
selected for committee work. I have 
done such work now in Socialist and 
semi-Socialist movements for about 
twenty years, and think I have earned 
the right to a rest. 

I will thank your board, therefore, to 
promptly accept my resignation, and 
fill the vacancy thereby created. 

In closing, let me express my high 
appreciation of the very’ friendly and 
harmonious relations which have always 
existed among the members of the pres¬ 
ent national executive board. Its meet¬ 
ings have always been meetings of warm 
friends engaged in a common cause, and 
I shall always recollect them with pleas¬ 
ure. Fr^mally yours, 

* Jesse Cox. 


All Dae to “Seir-Concelt” 

Comrades: The national executive's 
manifesto is a disgraceful blunder. We 
must fight it vigorously. Prompt and ' 
decisive action is necessar}- in order to 
insure the unification of the Socialist 
forces of .America. , Let us be plain. This 
is no time to smooth things over. Let 
us look at the facts in their proper order. 

1. Union is'desirable, even were, the 
charges of the N. E. B. true. The fact 
that four members of the S. L. P. com¬ 
mittee broke their promises would not 
be a good reason for refusing to unite. 
If the presence of four bad men could 
drive me out of a Socialist party my res¬ 
ignation from the S. D. P. would date 
from the time of reading the manifesto 
bf Berger, Heath. Cox and Stedman. 

2. The so-called "peace conference” 
referred to in the affidavits was nothing 
but a private meeting of seven Social 
Democrats and three members of the S. 
L. P. committee. It was not author¬ 
ized byi nor was any report made to, the 
convention. It was a secret affair to 
which only seven delegates out of sixty- 
seven w'cre invited. It was not recog¬ 
nized by the convention as having any 
binding force. In fact, the instructions 
to the committee of nine "to urge the 
selection of the name Social Democratic 
party” were ailopted, and the motion to. 
instruct the committee to “stand” for 
the name was defeated Thursday after¬ 
noon, and this private caucus was not 
held until Thursday night. Therefore 
the proceedings of the caucus could not 
possibly have influenced the convention 
in giving the committee its instructions, 
(and I suppose the N. E. B. will admit 
that the committee was bound by the in¬ 
structions of the convention rather than 
by the agreements of the private caucus). 
The only possible influence the caucus 
could have had might have been on the 
nomination of Comrade Hamman for 
vice-president. But does anyone doubt 
that he would have been'nominated if 
the caucus had never been held? Either 

.he would have been chosen by the con¬ 
vention Friday morning or a nominal 
candidate would have been named, to be 
withdrawn by the joint committee, which 
would have substituted Harriman. 

For the N. E. B. to base its manifesto 
on the fact that there was a private cau¬ 
cus (which it apparently considers a 
higher body than a national conven¬ 
tion), is to insult the membership at 
large. Comrades, you should repudiate 
the manifesto bv voting unanimously for 
union. 

3. The manifesto accuses the S. D. P. 
committee of nine with violating the in¬ 
structions of the convention when it 
agreed to submit a proptosition to a ref¬ 
erendum vote (a referendum, mind you), 
as follows: 

"In case the party name voted for by 
you fails to obtain the concurrent ma¬ 
jority of both parties, shall the name re¬ 
ceiving the majority of the total vote of 
both parties be adopted?” 

With what magnificent zeal our na¬ 
tional executive rushes to the front to 
prevent the horrible catastrophe of hav¬ 
ing the members of the party decide for 
themselves whether they will yield the 
name or not in case a majority of the 
total vote should be the other way. 
What are you kicking about, my lords? 
Do you not see that if the majority of 
the members of the Social Democratic 
parD' vote to abide by a decision of a 
majority of the united Socialists .of 
America your little say is then over¬ 
ruled? Why are you afraid to abide by 


NOTICE 

We with the membenhip at large to 
understand that no coramunicationt ad¬ 
dressed to The Herald on the subject before 
them will be suppressed, but that all the 
paper will hold up to the issue lor May 5 
will be published. Then, having passed 
over this bit of rough road, and the vote 
announced May 12, The Herald will return 
to its propaganda lor Socialism and the 
Social Democratic party. 


THE SITUATION CLEARED UP 

It is now admitted by the S. L. P. 
delegates that if the ticket nominated 
had been Harriman. and Hayes they 
would have supported the name Social 
Democrat. They say distinctly (see 
Harriman and Hillquit letter) it is true 
that they pledged themselves to the 
name if Harriman and Hayes should be 
nominated. So far the statements made 
by Gordon and Eklwards are admittedly 
true. " But," say the authors of die joint 
letter, "Harriman and'Hayes were not 
nominated,” and since the Social Demo¬ 
cratic convention chose to nominate as 
the head of the ticket Eugene Debs 
instead of Job Harriman. they now set 
uj) the paltry defense that they were ab¬ 
solved from the pledges given just as 
emphatically for the Debs-Harriman 
ticket. No genius is required to see 
clear throi^h so thinly veiled an excuse. 
Benham says that he "only bore with 
the name on the ground that the nomi¬ 
nation of Harriman and Hayes (which 
would have oleased him beyond meas- 


and is favorablv 


every state, 
everywhere. 

The party organ passed by without 
notice, the malicious and scurrilous at¬ 
tacks incessantly made upon the party 
and its prominent members by the S. L: 
P. The party refused to be drawn into 
any controversy with the S. L. P. 

A party having such injudicious, man¬ 
agement as had the S. L. P. could not 
long exist without internal dissensions; 
and finally these dissensions caused a' 
division of the party. Each faction ac¬ 
cused the other in choicest billingsgate, 
of being responsible for the causes of 
the party mismanagement, which they 
all now admitted had taken place. 

But in truth it was impossible to lo¬ 
cate the responsibility for these causes, 
since while they were acting, scarcely 
any of either faction raised a protest 
against the management. The factions 
fought each other with fist and club, 
litigated in the courts, and separated. 

There is no evidence that the men of 
either faction of the S. L. P. have 
changed their character, or their tactics. 
There is no reason to believe that the 
policy of either faction can ever perma¬ 
nently chang:e. Men cannot change 
their nature by a resolution of a conven¬ 
tion. 

In a caucus of the delegates to the 
Indianapolis convention I frankly im¬ 
posed any step towards any organic an¬ 
ion with the S. L. P. I believed that 
any such union at that time would re¬ 
sult in injury to the Socialist movement. 
.The two parties occupied different fields, 
were composed mostly of men of differ¬ 
ent characters and temperaments, and, 
as I believed, could not at that time, or 
in the near future, act in harmony. I 
thought the two parties might vote for 
the same national candidates under 
proper arrangements, hut maintaining 
their own separate organizations, which 
could be friendly to each other. I 
thought that the convention should ap^ 
point no committee to confer with the 
committee of nine appointed by the 
Rochester convention rf the S. L. P., 
except such commitfte as should report 
back to the convention kadf while in 


Benham’s Tbonsand and One Reasons 

Comrades: After carefully reading 
the manifesto of the N. E. B. and the 
“answer” of Comrades Harriman and 
Hillquit in New York 'Volkszeitung of 
April 9, I am thoroughly convinced that 

(1) If Harriman and Hayes had been 
nominated by the Indianapolis conven¬ 
tion, the'name S. D. P. would be a nice- 
fitting name for the new party, and Mr. 
Benham would feel himself bound to pre¬ 
sent one thousand and one arguments 
in favor of the name. But as only Debs 
and Harriman were nominated, Mr. Ben¬ 
ham felt himself bound to present one 
thousand and one arguments against it; 

(2) If the nominees of the S. L. P. would 
be accepted, Harriman, Hillquit and 
Hayes would work and vote for the name 
S. D. P; "this not being thus” they are 
now conscientiously opposed to that 
name for the one thousand and one rea¬ 
sons given by Mr. Benham; and (3) If 
our heads would locate themselves under 
somebody else’s heels, all would be well; 
as it is now, the name of the S. D. P. is 
under no circumstances g;ood enou^ 
for them. Comrades I Do not forget 
that up to now we have never fought one 
another for a difference of opinion, free 
discussion being our safety valve. Let' 
us not hurry to condema any one, be it 
the weakness of our conference repre¬ 
sentatives or the wrath of our executive 
board; be it the unnecessary excitability 
of one comrade or the indignation of an¬ 
other. Read carefully and listen to both 
sides, especially to the answer of Harri- 
man and Hillquit, gnd if you do not care 


Harriman; further along, after injecting 
the quibble about Berger, they say that 
in answer to Berger’s question: "Will 
you permit me to say to him (Debs) that 
your position on the question of name 
would not be changed [changed from 
what?] if he accept^ the nomination?” 
that this was what actually occurred: 
"To that question Benham answered in 
the negative and Harriman and Hill¬ 
quit in the affirmative.” 

What does this mean except that Ed¬ 
wards' 


statements are 
confirmed as a whole and every atteinpt 
to discredit them only shows tliat the 
S. L. P. delegates and all in sympathy 
with them are trying to fortify them¬ 
selves behind the paltry quibble that 
“when the pledges were given Debs had 
accepted without having been influenced 
by Berger.” Therefore they were re¬ 
leased and would jeopardize the whole 
question of union by declaring the con¬ 
ference, which at the time they renrded 
as iuiiKtrtant (especially as at first it 
promised to result in the nomination of 
Harriman and Hayes) as having “no 
significance.” 

Comrades, what a significance would 
now attach to that conference, in the 
estimation of the S. L. P. delentcs, had 
the Social Democratic convention nomi¬ 
nated both of their men! 

It is contended that the conference of 
ten had no power or authority to ar¬ 
range a program; that they could not 
legally pass upon questions which be¬ 
longed solely to the convention. The 


JESSE COX RESIGNS 

To the National Board of the Social 
Democratic Party: Herewith I trans¬ 
mit my resignation as a member of your 
honorable ^ard, and beg its immediate 
acceptance. 

In presenting this resignation, I de¬ 
sire to make a few remarks as to the 
present condition of the Social Demo¬ 
cratic party, as well as my reasons for 
my resignation. 

The Social Democratic party was or- 

S nized at a time when the Socialist 
ibor party had been in existence for 
many years. It was believed by the 
men who organized the S. D. P. that a 
new Socialist party was needed to oc¬ 
cupy a field not reached by the S. L. P., 
and that an entirely different policy f.-om 
that of the_S. L. P. was necessary to 
occupy this field and make a successful 
SocUist patty. 
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see you are tricked,” and asked for a 
separate meeting of each committee. 
Your committee then proposed three 
cities from which our members should 
make their selection. The S. L. P.’s 
told us to retire again and select either 
Springfield or New York. majority 
of your committee decided in favor of 
Springfield. 

Now, comrades, why was New York 
discarded after receiving a majority vote 
of the joint committee, and the respon¬ 
sibility thrown upon your committee of 
making a selection between Springfield 
and New York. I regret hire to say a 
majority of your committee failed to see 
the point. Benham's section was op¬ 
posed to New York. Hoehn said New 
York would lose upon a referendum, so 
the next best thing for the S. L. P. was 
to place it in an obscure town, but with¬ 
in the grasp and control of the New 
York element of the S. L. P., as Stone 
(S. L. P.) said "we can more quickly 
destroy De Leon.” Harriman, whose 
"petty scheme was this”? Why not give 
all the towns a show? Comrades, this 
move was to give the New York S. L. P. 
the leverage of the national executive. 

It cannot be denied that in New Yoyk 
the S. L. P. are at war with each other, 
and in New York the S. D. P. is far 
from harmonious, if not iii open war, 
You who were present at the conven¬ 
tion will remember the clash between 
London and Phillips and each represents 
different factions in New York, and they 
are not at peace today. Considering 
these facts, would it not he suicidal to 
place your N. E. C. in a hot-bed of in¬ 
ternal discord. 

Rights of minority. On Sunday 
morning before opening the discussion 
there was a motion made by two of the 
S. L. P. that no minority report should 
be permitted except by consent of a 
majority of one of the two cofnmittees. 
1 suggested that they seemed to antici¬ 
pate trouble rather early. This motion 
was then lost; the next day remade by 
S. L. P. and carried. Thus a minority 
(usually Haile and Stedman) can only- 
speak by permission of a majority. 
That's not gag-rule, comrades; that’s 
Socialism—S. L. P. Socialism. The 
convention did not prescribe the unit 
rule. Where the majority secured such 
a right let them tell. 

Harriman and Hillquit say that 
Haile and Stedman stated that "we 
would withdraw our minority report.” 
We ntade no such statement; on the 
contrary, we asked for five days to de¬ 
termine upon it and send the same to 
Butscher or Stone. It was sent and 
was rejected under the rule of the ma¬ 
jority. Again, Stedman never proposed 
a national executive COntmittee, and 
voted against the conference committee 
making the nominations, saying “the in¬ 
itiative should remain with the mem¬ 
bers.” The majority; decided other¬ 
wise, and Stedman then did make some 
nominations. I did not believe the 
principle was right then or now. 

Harriman arid Hillquit say they (S. L. 
P.) vielded the most important points— 
location, N. E. C., etc. Comrades, you 
have the shell (Springfield); they have 
the oyster (New York). 

Harriman and Hillquit say they con¬ 
ceded to Stedman's plan of N. E. C. 
"solely in the interest of harmony.” 
Error. Harriman and Hillquit, you 
mean the national committee, to be com¬ 
posed of one from each state, so those 
in New York might feel the pulse of 
those on the prairies and in the mines 
and grasp unitedly the diversified eco¬ 
nomic interests of the nation, and when 
adopted I believe the words "not less 
than” preceded the word "three” in sec¬ 
tion three (3), article two (2), majority- 
report. 

Again I contended for a national ex¬ 
ecutive committee of nine or eleven, the 
quorum to transact the business and sub¬ 
mit their proceedings to the non-resident 
members, then there could be members 
of the N. E. C. in the far west and east. 
This plan works successfully in the 
Brewery Workers’ and International 
Woodworkers’ unions. This plan was 
not acceoUble to the majority; a west- 


not oppose our name. You may all 
personally dislike Debs; that is your 
business. But Benham solicited' Eu¬ 
gene to accept the nomination and then 
because Debs did as requested Benham 
opposes the name. Benham, you were 
for or against the nomination of Debs; 
provided we would not nominate him 
you would withdraw opposition to the 
name to ask such as a concession, you 
must have been against his nomination. 

In otlter words, if Debs went in the 
air the price would be paid for your sup¬ 
porting the name. Price too high. Ben ? 

.•\s to Hayes, he failed to speak in 
favor of the name at the New York con¬ 
ference. Harriman aniL Hillquit, ac¬ 
cording to their statement, promised to 
support the name if Berger could induce 
Eugene to accfcpt, but as Debs had ac¬ 
cepted before Berger saw him, they feel 
released of their promise. Harriman 
and Hillquit, what were you after, Ber¬ 
ger’s influence or Debs’ acceptance? 
If the latter, you got what you wanted 
and should have kept honor intact. If 
you only wanted Berger’s influence and 
if that is what you were bargaining for, 

I grant you stand acquitted; such an 
excuse discredits those who advance it. 

I regret that the lingering siririt of 
DeLeonism in the New York S. L. P. 
comrades should have forced these gen¬ 
tlemen from a reputable attitude and 
that which honor dictated, and it reflects 
discredit uixjn the S. L. P, movement 
there. These men, .Harriman and Hill¬ 
quit, have broken their words, as a sac¬ 
rifice to a jtortion of their party located 
in New York. To exact such a sacrifice 
was dishonorable, and it is against an 
element which would force a man to 
break his pledge against whom this con¬ 
test is waged. 

.■\s to Berger’s nomination of Ilarja- 
man. If you, Harriman, did not wish 
the nomination, why did you not de¬ 
cline? The convention nominated you. 
and there was your opportunity to (|uit. 

Harriman and Hillquit say “but be¬ 
tween the interpretation of a situation 
and a pledge there is, you will admit, a 
world’of difference." Yes? Harriman 
and Hillquit, 1 will admit; more, there 
never was a pledge, word or. i)romise 
that could not be broken, violated or 
e.xcuscd upon the theory of "the inter¬ 
pretation of a situation.” You could 
hypnotize the smoothest Ji-suit that ever 
diplomatized upon that theory. 

I can assure you llat I tlo not fear 
the decision of our members. ■ I hope, 
only, that their decision sliall be based 
upon all the facts (which I ditl not pos¬ 
sess at the conference). 

You ask me to be frank, what is our 
object, etc. It is to prevent a disunion, 
to prevent the loss of the name S. D. P.; 
not the symbol, but the methods, tactics 
and policy that it rep^sents. Nations 
do not war over sticks and cloth (flags), 
but over the institutions they represent, 
and further, we are against the destruc¬ 
tion of the Social Democratic Herald. 

You, Harriman and Hillquit. ask vyhat 
influence has changed my attitude since 
I left the joint conference. This state¬ 
ment will disclose some of them; others 
will be stated by other comrades, and 
others in the interest of Socialism 1 hope 
may be forgotten. 

I am now convinced that the nomina¬ 
tion of E. V. Debs has possibly saved 
the S. D. P.; that his acceptance was 
not expected; that the name S. D. P. 
was to be conceded to us by the S. L. 
P., and we were to nominate Harriman 
and Hayes and New York was to as¬ 
sume’control of the S. D. P. and domi¬ 
nate its policy, etc., and that this under¬ 
standing preceded the Indianapolis con¬ 
vention, but Eugene’s acceptance dis¬ 
turbed the understanding. 

I have favored union, proposed a joint 
mass-meeting in Chicago of the S. L. P. 
and the S. D. P. before the Rochester 
convention and after it, and after the 
Indianapolis convention the two first in¬ 
vitations were rejected by the S. L. P.; 
the last, no action. Last January we, 
the S. D. P., proposed to unite locally 
for spring election under the name So¬ 
cialist party. It was rejected by the S. 


^^^H|^w»pear like a continuation of 
(thns erecting a grand liv- 
^^^^Sgient to the N. E. B.’s prowess 
This was clearly shown 
^^HB^tude at the time of the S. L. 

when, instead of meeting 
Socialists as equals, they tele- 
condescending invitation to 
I^^B^ster convention to join the So- 
^^HS^iocratic party. Furthermore, 
did not publish a complete 
I^Efitbe Rochester resolutions until 
to do so. These arc only 
^B|^c(Hnrades, but such straws ^re^ 
l^^^^nificant when you suspect men' 
H^&aSood^ Berger’s editorials against 
Wahrheit. until within a 
■^^Liipie before the Indianapolis con- 
were exceedingly bitter and un- 
Jesse Cox was unreserved 
against the union at Indian- 
private conversation. He said 
awut it on tile floor of the con- 
and that accounts for the fact 
[K^itSny members are not aware of his 
E ctBju In the meeting of the commit- 
thirteen at Indianapolis, the ob- 
Bergct. Heath and Cox, aided by 
three others, seemed to be not to 
union but to so arrange the cort- 
etc., (diplomatize if you please) 
^^f^STcast the odium of preventing" the 
: on the S. L. P. This they appar- 

hoped to do by instructing the 
■■ j^muttee of nine to “stand” for the 
evidently thinking that either the 
P. would reject these terms, in 
yiicfc case it would incur the blame, or, 
I the terms were accepted, it would be a 
diplomatic stroke well calculated to flat¬ 
ter the self-conceit of the national ex- 
pT *ive. In this scheme they were de¬ 
lated by the adoption of the minority 

r , sdter a discussion of three hours. 

Herald ignores this incident in its 
iwort of the convention.) 

Tbe manifesto just issued is imbued 
: .fiih this same spirit. It fits in well with 
/ the other parts of the story and is a 
-grilling climax, but it is the end of the 
: daqiter. It will have no serious effect. 

' 5* comrades will read it, grow indig- 
amt and then laugh and say to our S. L. 
P. friends: “Our DeLeons are more 
'tansing than was yours.” 

Understand, I do not charge these 
few men with being corrupt. 1 am not 
so diaritable. The whole affair is at¬ 
tributable to their overwhelming self- 
conceit alone. (Self-conceit has worked 
more harm in this world than all cor¬ 
ruption combined.) 

It is our duty, comrades, to act 
promptly. Vote for union solidly. Show 
our S. L. P. friends that we respect them 
' and are sincere. Strike hard, talk plain 
i;..aad we soon will have passed over this 
i- bit of rough road. E. \'al. Putnam. 
rt St. Louis, Mo., .^pril 7, 1900. 
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RuUedke Bt. Maetn ovary third TOuraday at 
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Hall, 65 York Bt, aeoond auid fourth Sundaya at 
I p. m. Lmeturee, dUcuaMooi, bualnaaa maet- 
Inia, flrat and third Frtdaya at 2 p. m. 

Rrancb No. 2, Clsvoland, maata flrat and third 
Sundayi In each month at I p. m. In Ohlian'a 

WmD S TortC Sta ZdWtW RIM diMMlIaMU 

Branch No. 4, Cincinnati, at Hjcbalian Half 

•ootbaaat comar Bth and Plam 8u., orarr Sondaj a: 1 


OAIalfOKlOA 

Ubartr Brutohe 8 rq JVaAetooo. holds pubUo 
meoUni* sTeir Bonday and Wodssaday ovon* 
lone oommanelnv at I. admission traa. 

KducaUonal masttnia (for mambara) arair 
Tueaday aranlnffc Bddoloffy. Bloonomi^ Pub^ 
Spsaktne* etc. 

Buslnaas maatlnvs (for msnbars) arary Tbursw 
day erulna. 

MemwrsElp. with adTsntsira of Kduoatlonal 
Course and Social Damoon^ Herald free to 
each membery SB OMts per month. 

Apply to the Meretazya John C. Waslsy. 117 Turk 
street 

Branch No. 1. Lioe Angeles, meets erery Bun* 
day afUrnooo at I o’clock at WoodmMi*g HaU. UBH 
SpriofSt. J.Franc, Dayton Are., Saereiary. 

COLORADO 

Braa^ No. 1, DeoTar, maata eveiy Bonday atSHlOp.m. 
California Are., Chaa. M. Dari^ Saetalary, 16B> 
17th Btraat. 

OONKKCTICDT. 

TIm (^oonaotioot State C^omiaittea maata tba last 
Snadv of aaoh month at Tom HaU. BookrlUa. L. 
Bohlafo SMratary. 

Bran^ No. A Naw Harao. maata arary Tnaaday ara- 
nina. at 186 Btata Bt., at 8 p. m. (^maUiu Malmnay, 
Baerataiy, U 6 Prank Bt. 

BrsMh No. A BoekriUa, (^nn., maa U first and third 
Tboradayaat Tom HaU maatina room, VUlaaaatraat. 
Baeratary, Richard Niadanrarfer, Box 760. 

ILLINOIS. 

Meetings of Chleago -Central Committee held 
regularly second And fourth Wedneedays of 
each month at l>r. J. H. Greer's office, tt Dear¬ 
born Bt. 

Branch Ko. 1, Chicago, meets every Wednesday 
evening. 'Thomas Klnrin, Secretary, SM Went¬ 
worth Ave. 

Brancb No. t (Bohemian), Chloago, meeU sec¬ 
ond and fourth Sundays at 8 p. m. at Nsgl's 
Hall, 6 S Blue Island Are. Vaclav Jellnek, Sec¬ 
retary* 606 Blue Island Ave. 

Branch No.fi (Bohemian), Chicago, maata aaoond and 
fourth Uondaya at 6 p.m. in Dondyr’a plaoa, 1060 W. 
18th plaoa. Joseph Dander, Baeratary. 

Branch No. i, Chicago, maau aacond and foarth Ban* 
days of each month at Andr. Muxik’a, 40 String Bt. 
Pan!Cblapacka, Baeratary. MH^RableSt. 

Branch No. € (German), Chloago, meets every 
first Saturday each month at 8 crclock at NagTs 
Hall. &SS Blue Island Ave, near l&th St. Albln 
Qelsler. Secretary, 781 W. 80th Bt. 

Braaeh No. 8 , Chicago, meets at 1148 W. 63rd at., first 
and third Snadays at 8 p.m. S. L. Westina. Baeratary, 
6348 Ceotar ava. 

INDIANA. 

Bmnob No. A Indianapolis, meets first Satur^ 
day evening and third Sunday afternoon of MCh 
month at Relchwaln's Hall, comer Market and 
Noble Sta. 

IOWA. 

Branch No. 2, Hiteman, maata avary foarth Friday in 
tha month at opara honaa. S. B. Jamiaaon. ehairma 
Jamaa Fisher, organiser: Joeepb 8 oholiaeat.aeei 2 Ury> 

KKNTtJCKT 

Branch No. 2, (^vington, maete flrat and third Wad* 
naaday sTanings and aaoond and foarth Snnday after* 
noons of aaoh month. All agitation meatinga axoapt 
third meeting in month, (^ood apaakers. Baeratary, r. 
C. Stumpf, 3U1 8 th atraMt. ^ i 

Maryland. 

Branch No. L Baltimore, meets every Sunday 
at 8 p. m. at Carpenter'A Hall, 660 £. Baltimore 
8 i. Public invited 

Uranob No. 2. Baltimore, meets every Tnaaday at 6 p. 
m at WanaaTa Hotel, 828 W. Carndw at. Got^ spaaebaa. 
Public invited. Levin T. Jooaa, Bacretary, 202 W. 
bmrra at. 

MAfigACBDSBTTg. 

The Massachusetta State Committee meets the 
first Baturdsy of each month at 724 Washington 
8 i.. Boston. All dues and moneys intended for 
the State Committee' should be sent to tbe 
nnancial secretary, A. McDonald, 104 W. Spring- 
field Su, Boston. All other correspondence 
should be addressed to the Corresponding Sec¬ 
retary, Margaret Halle, 8 Glenwood 8 L. Rox- 
bury. 

Branch No. 2, Holyoke, meets *second and 
Mondays of each month at Springdale 
Toruar HaU. H. Scblichtiag, Organiser 587. Bnmar Bt. 

Brancb No. 5. Lynn, permanent headquarters, 
71 Uncroe Bt. Botinesa meeting every Monday night 
esztai. honaa. PnbUo iavited. Hsny Ootimar. 
Bee., 431 fiSeex St. 

Unach No. 8 , Brockton, maeta tha saoood and foarth 
Tuaadaya of each moath at 8 p. m. for boainaaa at 
Socialist HaU, Clark*# Block, corner Main and Center 
Su. Bvery comrade ia expected to attend one meeting 
a month. Frank S. Walabj^Seeretary, 62 Creeoeot Bt. 

Branch No. Ifi. East Boston, meets every Mon¬ 
day at tt p. m. at 88 Chelsea St. Mias Jenny 
Segal. Secretary. 88 C?helsea St. 

Branch No. 18, Newburyport, meets the second 
Monday of each month at I.astar's HaU. 1 State 
Bi. T. H. Chiaaetl, Secretary, 16 CoUina St. A. L. Bln* 
ley, 'iiS Metrimac St. 

Branch No. 81. Chelsea, permanent headquar- 
tera. Room 2. Postoffloe BuUding. Open every 
evening. Buslnees meetings every Thursday at 
b p. m. Public Invited. 


-jBst comer Bth and Plnm Sta., arerr Bonday a: 1 

S . m. Leotnrea and diaooaaions. l^blio invited. Joa. 
aain. Secretary, 1410 CaotralAveane. 

Branch No. 5, Dayton. Ohio, meet# •.-vary 2d and 4tb 
Friday evaoing. in HaU 27. Cantral Trades Connoil 
Block. Everyona interested in Bocialiam invited. J. 
C. Schawe, Chairman, W. Barringer. Secretary, P. O. 
Box 94. t 

Branch No. A Cincinnati, meets every second 
snd fourth Saturday In Workingmen's HaU, 1811 
Walont Sc. F. Hamel, Swreti^, 1804 Printx St. 

Branch No. 11. German, Columbus. Bd Grein¬ 
er, Secretary, 806 Mohawk SC 

FKNNfTLTAJdA. 

Branch No. 2. Erie, meets avary Sooday. 9 p. m., at 
h. of L. HalL 716 State SC Chairman, Joeepo Btaln. 
Secretary, J. B. Perry. 118 Baeiafraia Sc 
Branch No. A Pittsburg, meets every .Thurs¬ 
day evening at 7:80 p. m. at Funk Hall, S. Mth 
and Josephine Sts. w. Bohn, Proeldenc 844 Ad¬ 
dison 8 L J. H. Lewis, Beoretary, 8818 Jane SC 
Branch No. 5 (Jewish}, Pbiladalphia, maeta evsry 
Friday at 123 8 . Tntrd St. at 7:80. Diacnsaion from 8 to 
8 . I (ieraon. Secretary. 

WISOONBIN. 

Milwaukee Central Committee meets on the 
first Monday of each month at 8 p. m. sharp at 
(08 E. Water SC Eugene BL Rooney, Secretary. 
John Doerfler, Treasurer. 

Branch No. 1, Milwaukee, meets every second 
and fourth Tuesday evening of the month at 
the Ethical Society BuUding, fSI Jefferson St 
Visitors always welcome. Howard TutUa, 
Chairman. Eugene H. Rooney, Secretary. 

Branch No. A MUwaukee, meets every eeoond 
and fonrth Friday ia Oeatke'a HaU, comer Graen Bay 
and Concordia Ave. 

Branch No. A Sheboygan, meets every fourth 
Thuradav aT ■ ta* mM A ah •* o— f 
HaU on Pennsylvania Ava R. Schoen, Beoiw> 
tary-Treasorer, 8 . 18th St 
Branch No. 4, MUwauken, meets every first 
and third Friday each moath at Meller’s HaU, 
comer 2Sd and Brown Sta. Geofge Moenchel, 
Secretary, 881 Sth St 

Brancb No. 9. MUwaukee, meets every fourth 
Friday of the month at .1L Blgel's Hall, south¬ 
east eomar Orchard St and Bth Ave. 0. WUd. Seere* 

branch No. U, MUwaukee* meeta the second 
Wednesday of each month at the office of the 
Wisconsin Vorwaerts, €14 State St 
Branch No. 12. MUwaukee, mee t s every first 
and third Thnreday of each moetb at Krans* HaU, 21 
and Center St. at 8 p. m. Secretary, Bndolph Loeeeb- 
mao. 1126 23rd St. 


Stefliuaii*s Keply 

Comrades: It is difficult to address 
rou and present facts and circumstances 
^ which lead to conclusions against your 
^ hopes. We arc all apt to warp and dis- 
fe tort everything we sec and hear to fit 
^ oor desire, even though ruin and discortl 
are seen to be the inevitable result. 

& 'The problem you are to solve should 
’■teas tree as possible from sentiment and 
^ decided upon conceded and known facts. 
^ . Flrat, are the statements mide in the 
( naniiMto true and that which they in- 
;';.»0hre^ 

■; Satxmd, if true, is union desirable? 
f Without recurring to the statements in 
h' the manifesto, but to prove its correct- 
!;. ness I will consider witli you the Harri- 
V'*»-HiUquit letter. Therein the charge 
: of petty schemes and jealousies and in- 
dhridual ambitions” are made. Let us 
, 2te. The S. L. P. at Rochester nomi- 
- .Vied candidates and elected a commit- 
!?;■ 6eof nine on conference which, at In- 
amapolis under a threat to retire and 
off all negotiations, took out of 
':i At hands of the convention and the 
^ fiegates there the privilege of instruct- 
i’ Ml or limiting the powers of their spe- 
committee. The threat was made, 
■ ;iBid the committee was elected unin- 
; ameted; thereupon a date for a meeting 
. waafix^ at New York when Berger, in 
,' *11 probabilities, would be absent (Ber- 
®er received the highest vote of any 
; -<feted on the committee). Harriman 
•ad Hillquit say the "treaty was adopted 
•Waimously”; that is their conclusion. 
’"I deny its correctness. 

Heath made charges of broken 
' •ilMges (Stedman and Haile were not 
^Ijrtettt at peace conference in Indian- 


P. it is an essential requirement. 

union, if possible, with such I think 
unwise. Conirades, you may respond 
to the call of tffose who have attacked 
you for twenty months, and it may be 
pleasant to remember that when they 
were against you some few did the best 
they could for you and the Social Demo¬ 
cratic party. 

Yours for Socialism now and forever, 
■ Sevmour Stedman. 


NEW BRANCHES 


The new branches of the Social 
Democratic party organized since a 
week ago, are located at 
Lamanda Park, Cal. 

Ocala, Fla. 

Livingston, Mont. 

Harviell, Mo. 

Indianapolis, Ind. 

Prosser, Wash. 

Crookston, Minn. 

San Antonio, Tex. 


WO eo|4at. . .75 

100 eoplM.M 

THEODORE DEM, loontary TroMurtr, 

120 W iil il 6| l66 tirtot, Cfcloif*. 


Michigan SocialistH 

All Social Democrats and all unat¬ 
tached Socialists residing in Michigan 
arc requested to write at once to Henry 
Ramsey, 84 Railroad street. Battle 
Creek, Mich., and thus aid in placing a 
Social Democratic state ticket in the 
field this fall. 

The following paragraph, received 
from Comrade Butscher after The Her¬ 
ald forms went to press last week, should 
have appeared at the end of the clause 
in the majority report setting a time for 
the vote: 

"Only members in good standing who 
joined the party before April i, 1900, 
shall be entitled to vote on these ques¬ 
tions.” 


name half a day, we, tne 3. u. r. com¬ 
mittee, were advised to caucus, and as 
the entire S. L. P. committee, except 
Hayes, stood for U. S., we proposed 
submitting two names. The pledges 
made in the conference were unknown 
to Haile and Stedman. I did not then 
have possession of all the facts; will re¬ 
cur to this later. 

Harriman and Hillquit say "we parted 
in full accord with each other.” Oh! 
yes I On parting Comrade Haile said 
to Hillquit loud enough for all to hear: 
“We (S. D. P.) could not have surren¬ 
dered to a nobler foe.” That peculiar 
“accord with each other” which existed 
between Grant and Lee when the latter, 
beaten to pieces, gave his sword to 
(^rant, and the “accord” between sur¬ 
rendering Cronje and victorious Bobs. 

As to broken pledges. According to 
Harriman and Hayes and Benham, the 
latter agreed not to oppose the S. D. P. 
natny if Harriman and Hayes were nomi¬ 
nated by us, but as they were not_ nomi¬ 
nated he was at liberty to oppose it. In 
other words, if we would give up Eu¬ 
gene V. Debs as a candidate and take 
Harriman and Hayes, Benham would 


The Social Democratic 


5 »). I stated that Harriman and 
:ei had promised me to support the 
* S. D. P. at Indianapolis, Mr. Har- 
•n replying said “that was so, but 
' with the promise he said ’with con- 
” to which 1 replied that I did 
"teniember the words “with conces- 
^being used by him. W'e remem- 
m circumstances and conversation 
fotly; let it go at that. 

^to Springfield for headquarters. 
W tell you the facts. Chicago, 
Kipd, New York, Sprin^eld, New 
WLand Boston were nominated. A 
of your committee proposed 
Hpng all of them and the members 
H^eir choice. The majority ruled 
July and ordered a vote. Upon 
Bk vote Chicago received one, and 
Mipped. After several ballots were 


PRICpJiS CENTS 

Scot postpaid on receipt of price 

Debs Publishing Co. 

TERRE HAUTE. IND, 


NATIONAL CAMPAIBN FUND 

Previwnly aeknowMgod.. $120.00 

RobL ClauMn, KaHspall, Moat_ 5.00 

Thof. P. Tamar, HaaMabarf, Cal. 1.00 


To Texas Socialists 
For puipose of State or^nization, tbe 
Bonham Social Democratic Brancb re¬ 
quests that every Socialist in Texas 
who reads this notice, will please send 
name smd address to the undersiraed. 
Please attend to this at once. W. E. 
Farmer, Bonham, Texas. 

All Socialist papers please publish. 


e place (New York), nominated 
, L. P., received a majority vote 
carried. Thereupon Harriman 

L across the table) tapped Hill- 
! shoulder and said “don’t you 
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THE ISSUES OF OHITY 

(CaatlaMd fi»»» PM«) 


garding its membership. Information 
has never been asked for, e.xcept once, 
and that was in the conference commit¬ 
tee. at New York. The S. L. P. na¬ 
tional secretary- replied, giving approxi¬ 
mately the membership. This was evi- 
dentl> satisfactorv-. If it had not been, 
a request for inspection of the books 
would have cheerfully been complied 
with. 

No. 14. That the S. L. P. does net 
know its membership. If the S. L. P. 
authorities do not know their member¬ 
ship. how could they "stutliously evade" 
giving definite information (which they 
"do not” have)? You say they do not 
know, and then find fault with them for 
not telling you. They do know and 
have been and are now willing to give 
any information on proixtr application. 

There is no doubt in the mind of all 
who are acquainted with the facts re¬ 
garding the Wednesday night confer¬ 
ence in Indianapolis that Berger knew 
Debs was to accept. The fact that Ber¬ 
ger insisted and argued and took up so 
much time in order to get a qualified 
pledge from some of the S. L. P. dele¬ 
gates, and that he at'first refused to go 
and see Debs, unless Bcnham would 
also yield, shows, with the other circum¬ 
stances. that it was a hold-up behind 
closed doors to make the S. L. P. dele¬ 
gates personally pledge themselves to 
die name S. D. P. Hayes was not there; 
they did not care for him'. He was al¬ 
ready openly pledged. Only for the 
impudence of one S. D. P. delegate, who 
had been talking with Debs, and let the 
matter out by mistake, the trick would 
have succeeded. There are several 
others implicated in the trick (undoubt¬ 
edly (jordon) and others higher up the 
S. D. P. ladder. Their names it does 
not now seem to me necessary to an¬ 
nounce. 

On Monday Berger pledged himself to 
Benham to "use his great personal in¬ 
fluence with Debs" previous to the pre¬ 
sentation of Mr. Debs’ name for nomi¬ 
nation. .^t the conference Wednesday 
evening, after Debs had been nominated 
and had declined. Berger said he had 
not used his influence. If not, why not? 
The fact is not to be doubted that he 
had, and knew the result of the efforts 
in that direction. On Tliursday morn¬ 
ing Berger promised Harriman and 
Hillquit that he would not present the 
name of Harriman for vice-president. 
Berger went directly from the -hotel 
(where he left Harriman and Hillquit) 
to the convention and placed Harriman 
in nomination. Was that because he 
was GO GnthuGiaGtic for Harriman? Was 
it because Berger loved him so? No. 
It was another trick with a double pur¬ 
pose. First, to get Harriman before 
the people in a secondary, yet prominent 
position; second, to be able through his 
being in this position to more effectively 
knife Harriman's character, attempt to 
force him from the S. D. P. ticket, and 
thus prevent the continuance of the 
friendly basis upon which the relation¬ 
ship between the parties then existed. 

In the conference committee when 
the S. L. P. brought in the list of four 
names for candidates from ilew York, 
Hiliquit’s name was not there. Sted- 
man and Haile immediately protested. 
Both insisted that he must be a candi¬ 
date as he would be the most valuable 
man that New York could send. At the 
solicitation of Haile and Stedman, Hill¬ 
quit was made a candidate. I entered 
protest then and there, knowing the 
characteristics and desires of the two 
who most strenuously insisted. It was,, 
my opinion then, since made an abso¬ 
lute fact, that Hillquit was set up as a 
candidate that he might be knifed in full 
public view, as he has been by those who 
insisted upon his candidacy for the pro¬ 
visional committee. When I made the 
protest every member of the joint com¬ 
mittee pooh-poohed the idea of the 
charges ever being mentioned again. 
Hiliquit’s name was the only recom¬ 
mendation made from either party. 
Why? 

As for the purpose of the manifesto, 
it is in keeping with the acts above, 
stated. 

I may yet be obliged to acknowledge 
that in my zeal for union and in the 
hope of its accomplishment, I have over¬ 
estimated both the wisdom and sincerity 
of the Social Democratic party. If the 
membership can be driven from the 
plain duty to the Socialist movement by 
the cry of “stop thief” 'set up by the 
Chicago imitators of De Leon, then I 
shall be forced to the conclusion that 
there are yet men professing Socialism, 
but who still yearn for the hand of 
usurpation and the lash of party masters. 

There are some other matters of in¬ 
terest in connection with the unity mat¬ 
ter, and I shall in the future be pleased 
to make some comments upon the idio¬ 
syncrasies and weaknesses of some of 
the “giants” of today. They will none 
of them be so tall tl^ they cannot be 
bron^t to their knees when their pe¬ 
culiarities are made known to the peo¬ 
ple. ^ 

I see that Edwards and (jordon, con-, 
scious of how lightly their ordinary 
statements are regarded by their party 
membership, have songht to make im¬ 
pressive their statements in diis case by 
•ppmring before a notary and swearing. 

I stU] have an uncononerable desire 


for a united Socialist movement in the 
•United States. And union will come, 
and soon, in sphe of all interfering of¬ 
ficials and their “aggressive tactics” of 
personal vilification and wholesale re¬ 
pudiation. 

While thoroughly cognizant of the un¬ 
stable character and unsavory acts of 
some individuals in the S. ;D. P.. the 
delegates and members of the S. L. P. 
have no disposition to allow the mis¬ 
deeds of a few individuals to stand in 
the way of unification of the Socialist 
forces in the United States. The neces¬ 
sities of uniting the Socialist organiza¬ 
tions (representing the same great prin¬ 
ciples) are above the acts of individuals, 
or the personal desires for continued 
power of men in high places. To all 
ac<|uainted with the facts in the matter, 
it is ap|>arent that the charges made and 
reasons given in support of the mani¬ 
festo are simply flimsy excuses to block 
the road to unification. 

Jesse Cox. V. Berger. Seymour Sted- 
nian and F. Heath by promulgating this 
manifesto have vilified those foremost 
in the work of unification in both par¬ 
ties; they have scandalously attacked 
Harriman, the unanimous choice of the 
Indianapolis convention for vice-presi¬ 
dent ; thev have disowned and repudi¬ 
ated the majority of the Social Demo¬ 
cratic conference committee: they have 
refused to accept the work of the joint 
committee. 

Wjjl the membership of the S. D. P. 
allow a few individuals to overthrow or 
hamper the work of the Indianapolis 
convention, the work of its delegates to 
the conference, and the work of the con¬ 
ference committee ? 

In any event, the action of the four 
signers of the manifesto furnishes a 
sweet morsel for every enemy of So¬ 
cialism. .-Ml or any .opposed to the So¬ 
cialist movement could afford to pay 
almost any price for such a service in the 
cause of capitalism. '• 

C. B. Benham. 


HarrimaQ-Uillquit Joint Letter 

Comrades; The; manifesto issued by 
the national executive board of your 
party was a most painful surprise to us, 
as it undoubtedly was to all earnest 
friends of union of the Socialist forces 
in this country. 

.■Kfter months of untiring work on the 
part of the best men in the ranks of both 
parties it seemed as if the greatest 
achievement of the the £>ocialist move¬ 
ment had been attained, the elements of 
discord, of petty schemes and jealousies 
and of individual ambitions were appar¬ 
ently banished forever from our ranks, 
and the foundation for a strong and 
liamiontous Sociolict movement seemed 
to have been laid. 

The Rochester convention met, and 
in clear and manly language declared it¬ 
self for union with the S. D. P. 

. The .Indianapolis convention met, and 
enthusiastically acclaimed union with 
the S. L. P. 

Both conventions elected large com¬ 
mittees with in,structions to prepare a 
basis for union. Elach party elected 
men who have its utmost confidence and 
gave them full power to act in the mat¬ 
ter to the best of their abilities and 
understanding, the only limitation placed 
on their powers being the required rati¬ 
fication by the referendum. 

TTie joint committee spent three full 
days in deliberations over the great task 
intrusted to them, and as a result sub¬ 
mitted a treaty which to every unbiased 
mind must appear fair, impartial and 
conducive to the best interests of the 
movement. 

The treaty was adopted by the joint 
committee unanimously. No voice of 
protest or objection was heard on the 
part of the S. L. P. committee, although 
many of them had sacrificed some pet 
ideas in the interests of harmony, and 
no voice of protest was heard on the 
part of the S. D. P. committee. Victor 
Berger was absent. Frederick Heath 
made some charge against the S. L. P. 
subcommittee to Indianapolis, but 
seemed to be quite satisfied with their 
explanation, as were all other members 
of the S. D. P. committee. He took no 
part in the work of the committee on 
the second day of its session, but reap¬ 
peared and voted on one. question on 
the last day. 

Stedman and Mrs. Haile who had 
first expressed dissatisfaction with the 
choice of Springfield as the seat of the 
national executive committee and with 
the manner of electing the provisional 
committee, and who had announced that 
they would submit a minority report on 
those points, changed their position and 
declared they would withdraw their 
minority report when Stedman's plan 
of electing the permanent national ex¬ 
ecutive committee was adopted, and a 
national campaign committee with head¬ 
quarters in Chicago was created. 

On the roost important questions the 
S. L. P. committee yielded to the de¬ 
sires and sentiments of their S. D. P. 
comrades: when the choice of the seat 
of the N. £. C. had by a process of suc¬ 
cessive balloting narrowed down to 
Springfield, Mass., and New York dty, 
the S. L. P. committee left the final de¬ 
cision with the S. D. P. committee, and 
when the latter by a majority vote 
adopted Springfield the S. L. P. com¬ 
mittee indorsed the tecommendation by 
a vote of 8 to I. 

On the que^-jon of the compoaitiao 


of the N. E. C., Stedman’s plan was 
adopted against the inclinations of the 
S. L. P. members and solely in the in¬ 
terests of harmony. 

In the consideration of the party press 
the Social Democratic Herald was ac¬ 
corded special privileges which no S. L. 
P. paper received, and even on the ques¬ 
tion of name, the first motiort-to sub¬ 
mit two names emanated officially from 
the S. D. P. committee. 

Both Stedman and -Mrs. Haile before 
parting fully and frankly expressed their 
appreciation of the courteous and liberal 
treatment of the subject by the S. L. 
P. committee. The joint committee 
parted in full accord with each other, 
each one. including Stedman, promis¬ 
ing to go and work for the united party. 

A subcommittee was appointed to 
prepare and submit the treaty and noth¬ 
ing but the general vote was wanted to 
formally accomplish union. 

-And after all that, just when the re¬ 
sults of the good work commenced to 
show in an increased and enthusiastic 
activity all over the country, four mem¬ 
bers of the S. D. P. and members of the 
national executive board, overriding the 
will of their party as expressed by their 
national convention, ignoring the ma¬ 
jority of their own committee on union 
elected by the same convention, appear 
with what they are pleased to term a 
manifesto, and' openly agptate against 
union. 

.And on what grounds do they seek to 
justify this very extraordinary step? 

Two grounds are stated in the mani¬ 
festo : 

I . That the S. L .P., committee to 
Indianapolis had pledged itself to the 
name S. D, P. and had broken its pledge. 

II. That it had been agreed-ehat each 
party vote s^jarately on the proposi¬ 
tions submitted, and that the joint com¬ 
mittee had violated this agreement by 
submitting the following question; 

"In case the party name voted for by 
you fails to qjj'tun the concurrent ma¬ 
jority vote of both parties, shall the 
name receiving the majority of the total 
vote of both parties be adopted?’’ 

Let us consider them in their order. 

The charge of broken pledges is con¬ 
tained in the following six different 
statements: 

1. "G. B. Benham pledged himself 
to uneriuivocally and aggressively sup¬ 
port the name Social Democratic on the 
condition that Harriman and Hayes are 
accepted by the S. D. P. as candidates.” 

W’e do not believe that this charge 
requires any reply, as Harriman and 
Hayes were not nominated by the In¬ 
dianapolis convention. 

2. "Max Hayes, on the floor of the 
convention on Thursday afternoon an¬ 
nounced Ids personal choice of the name 
Social Democratic, and in solemn terms 
pledged himself and his paper to the 
name. * * • he did not vote for the 
name." 

Comrade Hayes has made that state¬ 
ment on condition that the minority re¬ 
port would be adopted; the minority re¬ 
port was adopted and Hayes has fully 
lived up to his promise; he has worked 
and agitated for the name S. D. P., and 
he voted for that name at the joint com¬ 
mittee session, as the record will show. 

3. "Mr. Morris Hillquit in his first 
address to the convention on Wednes¬ 
day, March 7, declared that the. Roches¬ 
ter convention had purposely refrained 
from adopting a name in order that they 
might be free to adopt any name that 
might be agp-eed on.” 

Why do the writers of the manifesto 
fail to state that Comrade Hillquit 
added; “'The S. L. P. has no prejudice 
against your name and tvill adopt it if 
you can show it to be better than any 
other name, but we also expect that the 
members of the S. D. P. are not fetish 
worshipers and will adopt any other 
name which they could be persuaded was 
the best”? 

’That changes it a little does it not, 
comrades? And still you could not fail 
to remember one part if you remem¬ 
bered the other so well. Why, then, 
this omission ? 

4. "That Comrade Harriman had 
stated to Comrade Stedman that he 
would support the name S. D. P. and 
that Stedman announced on the floor of 
the convention that he changed his vote 
from the majority to .the minority report 
berause Haniman and Hayes had given 
him their promise to support the name.” 

We do not remember and do not be¬ 
lieve that Comrade Stedman ever re¬ 
ferred to an alleged promise of Com¬ 
rade Harriman on the floor of the con¬ 
vention in our presence, for had he done 
that we would surely have corrected him 
upon that point. Comrade Harriman 
has on a previous occasion explicitly 
denied that he bad promised to support 
the name S. D. P. 'unconditionally. 
What he did say to Comrade Stedman 
was that he was not prejudiced against 
the name and would be willing to ac- 
c^t it, provided corresponding conces¬ 
sions were made. 

The keynote of all ne^tiations be¬ 
tween the S. L. .P, committee and die 

S. D. P. convention, in open and pri¬ 
vate discussion, was that the union 
sh<^ be effected on hononMe terms, 
which could only mean that correspond- 
ingmutnal concessions were to be made. 

This point, which wiU surely be re¬ 
membered by an S. D. P. delegates, 
•eems to bev out Hatriman’s version 
at his conversation with Stedman rather 
than , that of die latter. 


5. "That the S. L. P. committee had 
in informal conference promised to sup¬ 
port the name S. D. P. if the full Roch¬ 
ester ticket (Harriman and Hayes) would 
be nominated by the Indianapolis con¬ 
vention.” 

This is true, but Harriman and Hayes 
were not nominated. 

6. “That Harriman and Hillquit had 
also promised at that conference to sup¬ 
port the name S. D. P. in the event that 
the ticket nominated would be Debs and 
Harriman;" 

This is not true. 

What actually transpired at that con¬ 
ference was the following: Berger 
stated that he had not given up all hope 
of inducing Debs to accept the nomina¬ 
tion, that he had great personal influence 
with Debs and would, with the permis¬ 
sion of the conference, endeavor to per¬ 
suade him. He then said in substance: 
"If I go to De'os telling him that your 
committee had pledged itself to the name 
S. D. P. if Harriman and Hayes were 
nomiiiated, and that you would not sup¬ 
port the name if Debs be nominated, 
that would be an argument against Debs’ 
acceptance. Will you. therefore, permit 
me to say to him that your position on 
the question of name would not be 
changed, if he accepted the nomina¬ 
tion ?” 

To that question Benham answered in 
the negative and Harriman and Hillquit 
in '.I.e affirmative in order that that ob¬ 
stacle in the way of Debs’ acceptance 
be removed. 

But at the time the question was 
asked. Debs had already definitely ac¬ 
cepted the nomination without having 
been seen by Berger and without having 
been in any way influenced by the atti¬ 
tude of the S. L. P. delegates* on the 
iiuestion of the name. 

Whether or not Berger knew of that 
fact at the time he asked the question, 
we do not assume to say; but we may. 
certainly state that when it became 
known that Debs had accepted the nom¬ 
ination while we were in conference, we 
as well as the S. D. P. delegates under¬ 
stood at the time that we had been talk¬ 
ing on false assumptions and that the 
entire conference had no significance; 
and although we had parted with the 
express understanding that we would 
meet again in two hours, no one of the 
conference ever, thought of re-assemb¬ 
ling. 

We are free to cpnfess that our sus¬ 
picions against Berger had been aroused 
at that time. We decided it would be 
best not to have Harriman nominated 
by the S. D. P. convention at that junc¬ 
ture, and requested B’erger and a num¬ 
ber of other prominent S. D. P. dele- 
grates to desist from nominating him. 
Berger promised to respect our desires 
and promptly nominated Harriman in 
the absence of the latter. 

We may notice right here that Har- 
riman’s nomination for the second place 
on the ticket was by no means a con¬ 
cession to the S. L. P. as the authors of 
the manifesto seem to assume, but was 
distinctly a concession to the S. D. P. 

In support of our statements we will 
quote from the stenographic report of 
the session of the joint committee a few 
remarks on the subject made by some 
members of the Social Democratic 
party, whose trustworthiness is above 
doubt. ' 

CAREY : “I want to say right here 
that the attitude and action of those 
four members of the S. L. P. there, re¬ 
flects credit on them, and Tdo not be¬ 
lieve any one of them ever made pledges 
that he broke.” Carey was pre.sent at 
the Indianapolis conference. 

MR^ HAILE: “I want to say I 
thorou^ly believe that the comrades of 
the S, L. P. hiave lived up to their 
pledges.” 

CHASE: “’The proposition was 
made with these three gentlemen to 
work for the S. D. P. name, provided 
Harriman and Hayes were nominated. 
These promises were also to stand pro¬ 
vided that Debs accepted the nomina¬ 
tion through the influence of these 
pledges as presented by Comrade Ber¬ 
ger. Comrade Berger had nothing 
whatever to do with his acceptance, and 
they were perfectly justifiable in feeling 
that there were no pledges.” 

That a number of delegates to the In¬ 
dianapolis convention were convinced 
that the name S. D. P. had been practi¬ 
cally decided upon we may well believe. 

But let us remind you how that came 
about. 

In the first conference our committee 
insisted upon a joint vote being taken 
by both parties on all questions of union, 
while your committee and especially 
Comrade McCartney demanded that a 
concurrent We of each party be Uken. 
Considering the question between our¬ 
selves after the adjournment of the con¬ 
ference, we concluded that the positiem 
taken by the S. D. P. dele^tes on that 
question wu the better of the two, and 
we frankly admitted it on the next day. 

When the motion to take a concur¬ 
rent vote was thereupon carried, the 1^ 
D. P. delegates reasoned that if each 
party would take a separate vote on the 
question of party name, their membm 
would unanimously vote for the name 
S. D. P. and the members of the S. L. 
P. knowing the situation, would have 
no other altmptive but to vote for the 
same name if the^ want union; and we 
are frank to admit that we at one time 
shared that impression and made no 
secret of it 


But betWMn the interpretation 
situation, and a pladge, there it ^ 
admit, a world of difference, ^ 

Closing our remarks on the 
i^e we desire to say that we r^ 
the question of name as one of vervlic 
ordinate importance in comparis^!li 
the great question before us We • 
sisted on a different name so m to 
the appearance of a surrender to 
party which would have created 
depression in the ranks of the S L P 
and resulted at best in a lukewanii luft; 
hearted union. * . 

The choice being now with the mem. 
bers of both parties, it is absolutelv iT 
different to us which of the two namM 
IS adopted, and we will work for tS 
united party to the best of our abilit^ 
whatever name it carries. 

As to the alleged breach of the prom 
ise to have each party vote separately on" 
the referendum, we absolutely deny tW 
c^rge and are perfectly wiUing to li^ 
the decision of the question to the in. 
telligence of the comrades. 

The proposition referred to reads as 
follows: "In case the party name 
voted for by you fails to obtoin'the con¬ 
current majority of both parties, shall 
the name receiving the majority of the 
total vote of both parties, be adopted ” 

This question will be submittedto the 
separate vote of each party, '/our party 
is not bound by the decision of om 
party. Y’ou may vote it down, and if 
you do not. it is the voluntary decision 
of your party to submit to a joint coum 
on the question .of name. 

-Moreover, your entire committee in¬ 
cluding Stedman voted unanimously for 
the proposition. 

What, then, is the real objection to 
that question? You cannot possibly 
fear the decision of your oivn membwl 

Your insinuations that our party" 
would return a fictitious or dishonest: 
vote on the treaty is not worthy of S' 
reply. 

Comrades Cox, Berger, Heath and 
Stedman,, why not be frank about the 
subject? What is your real object h 
issuing this singular manifesto at thii 
time ? 

It cannot possibly be the desire to 
preserve your name, for the way to do 
that would be to agitate among the 
members of your party to vote dowB- 
the projKisition above mentioned and 
not to attempt to break off all negotia¬ 
tions for union. 

Comrade Stedman, what influence has 
changed your attitude since you left tile 
joint committee? 

Comrade Berger, if you were ever, in 
favor of union, as you claimed to te, 
why did you systematically write against 
it in your organ. The “Wahrheit," go¬ 
ing to the extent of distorting facts and 
indulpng in personal abuse of the ugli¬ 
est kind, for which we are ever ready to 
furnish the proof by translations frwn 


your paper; 


Comrades' Cox and Stedman, be 
frank. Is not your “manifesto” in sin- 
guiar accord with the tenor and spirit 
of that other singular document, the 
letter sent by you to the Rochester ctii- 
vention? 

Comrades, we have by this time seen 
enough of the members of your party 
to have the utmost confidence that th^ 
as well as the members of our'party ore 
fully capable of deciding upon Amk 
questions if an opportunity is gpven » 
them. '4 

We rest our case on the good seuM 
and judgment of the membership of bjth 
parties. 

Job Harriman, 
Morris Hillqnit . 


NATIONAL FUND 


The following is a list of comiads 
who have agreed, in response to te 
appeal of the National Execolrtc 
Board, to contribute monthly for ^ 
yur to the national fund. Other ouMf 
will be added as they are received. 
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